[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5 . . . ~0.05
Q : : : 2 L
20045 + ----- fri SRR R frroneeees #.045 L
: : : IS L : : :
L 0 | R 004 0.8 b -
0.35F -+ ? ----------- ©.035 [ .

: e ;_ : : : i *+.u, Eaqant
03 R (S 2003 TR D
E + : L

i A PR Sl

..............................................

Rt
——

fakerat

pileup rate vs r

LFLTE ool | DU NN
028 it T ] 0.025
0.2 ¥ - R 120 1 | EESEIE SRR 0.02
0.15?4 --------- R | LT 0.015
: ' ' 001+ U AR e Do 0.2

0.005[-- + - AR S

AL RLARY LARRE RRRRN R 22

s

---------- T R S

Ratio

=

&)}
T
T

2

#* |y
k.

| = L

1..

N 0.7
2
: : : : : 80'09
S R .| €0.08
" H H H H 8
£0.07
1 : : : 1 Q
f o] 5008
. . . | (o]
. . : 0.05
S S S e 11 AL I
: : 0.03
: S 0.02
: : : 0.0
TS TR PO T 0
: 15

P L - 0 -mg- -0}

0.8 - 0.8

fakerate vs z
pileup rate vs z

0.6 0.6

0.4F-1- 0.4

0.2F- |-t 0.2

LR I D R B

...,...,...,...,...,

J.G-:IIII

Ratio
Ratio

.........

0.9F- |-
f : ; : 0.8F -1~
-300 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 0735
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio
=

a_ O
T
o —
i |
gy K
=
=

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

08 I N 0 : : : : : N
>

20.09

£

7 0.08

£0.07

U U S N Q

R R ©0.06

L

...............................................

08—ttt b 03

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

I L 2
0.4 Tt N S N C CoTYTT R o S
o
£0.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

G_""

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

T Yoo o W L R s S e S B Y

0.2

0.2

S PO T SO OO OOt OV TOE TN

ob - Bl

e R T

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

10 15 20 10 0%6 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


